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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -3, 5-13,1 5-25, and 27-33 are pending. 
Claims 4, 14, and 26 have been cancelled by applicant. 

2. Claims 1 -3, 5-7, and 29 was previously rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 01 , are now 
withdrawn due to the current amendment. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 11/1 9/1 0 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding the argument on p.8 . that Moles teaches one location privacy flag that 
is either set to not transmit the location or not set to transmit location which does not 
teach or suggest the claimed "requesting the privacy preferences associated with each 
of the plurality of location properties the requestor from the user, wherein the privacy 
preference location information is to be shared with and/or blocked from the requestor". 
As mentioned in the last office action, claim 1 recites the limitation "iLprivacy 
preferences associated with the requestor have not been specified", where the term "if 
broadly suggests that in the event that something does not or has not occurred, which in 
this case the claimed request has not been specified, then to go to the next specified 
step. So when (and/or if) privacy preferences associated with the request have been 
specified, then the claimed "if... not been specified" is not effective and privacy 
preferences from each of the plurality of locations are not needed from the user. And 
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also can broadly mean that the privacy preferences associated with the plurality of 
location properties are not necessarily needed or requested If the privacy preferences 
associated with the requestor have been specified. In the event If the privacy 
preferences have not been specified, then the claimed privacy preferences associated 
with each of the plurality of location properties are requested from the user. As for 
Moles, discloses the privacy flag record records the time and date of each occurrence of 
location privacy flag being enabled or disabled (col. 9, lines 50-60). By Moles citing 
there's recording of each occurrence of location privacy flag obviously suggests there 
are multiple or plurality of privacy preferences associated with plurality of location 
properties. Moles also discusses setting and testing separate additional location 
privacy status flags for data and voice calls In the memory unit (col.1 1 , lines 1 5-1 8). 
The additional location privacy status flags obviously suggest there Is privacy 
preferences associated with each of the plurality of location properties. Therefore, 
Moles reads on the claimed Invention. 

Regarding argument on pg.9, examiner traverses the argument stating the Moles 
and Hertz combination does not solve the deficiencies of Moles for the reasons 
explained above. Examiner also traverses the argument that unlike the present 
Invention, Moles requires the user to access the transmission status menu to answer 
the question of whether location information Is to be transmitted because the claimed 
Invention states the computing device requesting the privacy preferences. It's not as If 
the claim calls for the requestor requesting the location straight to the user nor is the 
request in real time to a user mobile. This is a distinction from what the current 
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limitation wliicli claims the requestor requesting to a computing device and in turn the 
computing device makes the request to the user. As applicant pointed out, on col. 6, line 
60-COI.7, line 3, the display unit which obviously is part of a computing device asks 
whether location information is to be transmitted and the user can selectively enable or 
disable the location privacy flag. Moles send a signal to each individual wireless mobile 
station which obviously can be a user to ask each GPS unit to transmit to the operator 
the exact location of the wireless mobile station in the which the GPS unit is located 
(col. 2, lines 13-15). Hence, Moles reads on the claimed the computer device, requesting 
the privacy preference associated with each of the plurality of location properties the 
requestor from the user. 

Regarding the argument on pg.10-12, that Hertz does not teach or suggests "if a 
privacy preference associated with the requestor has not been specified, requesting a 
privacy preference associated with the requestor from the user". Hertz includes the 
ability of queries and tasks requirements in the form of request (col.1 5, lines 4-6). 
Access control criteria dictating profile access and reach ability of the user and 
construction of conveniently navigable hierarchical menus (col.1 4, lines 15-17 and 
col.1 5, lines 12-25). Hertz also discloses data mining tools can be used to enable 
advertisers to identify relevant features and may enter rules that specify how users are 
to be targeted based on desired criteria (col.1 6, lines 1-7). Hertz suggests querying and 
database matching obviously suggests ability for determining if a privacy preference 
associated with the requestor has been specified or not and to enable or restrict the 
ability of an explicitly identified user (col.1 5, lines 16-20). With Hertz suggesting 
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querying with data mining tools and IVioles capable of entering a response in response 
to a question whether location information is to be transmitted. Therefore, Hertz 
suggests the ability to request a privacy preference associated with the requestor from 
the user in response to receiving the request if the privacy preference associated with 
the requestor has not been specified. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5-13, 15-25, and 27-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over IMoles, et al. (US 6,505,048) in view of Hertz, et al. (US 
6,571,279). 
As per claim 1 : 

Moles disclose a computer-implemented method comprising: 
receiving , bv a computer device, a location request from a requestor for a 
location associated with the computer device (col.2, lines 10-15 and col.6, lines 21-25), 
the location including a plurality of location properties; and (col.6, lines 10-20 and col.7, 
lines 10-13) 

if privacy preference associated with the requestor have not been specified 
(col.2, line 60-col.3, line 2), the computer device, requesting (col.6, line 20-col.7, line 3), 
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the privacy preference associated witli eacli of tfie plurality of location properties (col.9, 
lines 50-60 and col.ll, lines 15-18) the requestor from the user, wherein the privacy 
preference location information is to be shared with and/or blocked from the requestor. 
(col.6, line 56 - col.7, line 28 and col.8, lines 37-64) 

The computer device can broadly be given as a wireless mobile station (col. 4, 
lines 45-54). Moles teach the operator or (authorized) party requesting or receiving the 
mobile station's location reads on the requestor for the location of the computer device 
(col. 2, lines 20-22 and 38-40). Moles discloses the user have the ability to selectively 
transmit the location of the wireless mobile station to authorized parties (col. 2, lines 38- 
40). Moles also disclose a method fro selectively disabling the transmission of 
information concerning the location of the wireless mobile station (col. 3, lines 40-44). 
This obviously suggests the ability to set to transmit or not transmit the location property 
to a particular requestor(s) which in Moles' instance, is for authorized parties (col.8, 
lines 37-64). Thus, Moles suggests the claimed determining whether a privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has been specified. 

The claimed location properties can broadly be interpreted as data or information 
relating to the location which as claimed is associated to the computing device. Hence, 
the location properties can be reasonably be given as geographic location in terms of 
latitude and longitude of the mobile station (col.6, lines 10-20 and col.7, lines 10-13). 
Moles discusses the claimed privacy preference as the privacy flag where a value that 
has been set determines whether information of the location of the mobile station is to 
be transmitted (col. 2, line 60 - col. 3, line 2 and col.6, lines 56-61). 
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In addition, Moles discloses the privacy flag can selectively set to cause wireless 
the mobile station to not transmit location information of the mobile station and can set a 
value of location privacy flag whether location information is to be transmitted (col. 6, line 
56-COI.7, line 5). Thus, obviously suggested sending location information if the privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has not been specified otherwise. However, 
Moles did not clearly explain the claimed requesting a privacy preference associated 
with the requestor if a privacy preference associated with the requestor has not been 
specified. 

Hertz, et al. teaches the location enhanced information delivery system can 
Improve the user-user automatic matching techniques by notifying users of other users 
that are located in or near the same vicinity and match the profile conditions as 
consistent with the privacy policies of users (col.1 3, lines 30-42). Hertz discloses 
access control criteria dictating profile access and reach ability of the user may be 
controlled accordingly based upon the profile of the requestor and/or the nature of the 
request (col. 15, lines 1 1-36). Hertz includes the ability of queries and tasks 
requirements in the form of request (col.1 5, lines 4-6). Access control criteria dictating 
profile access and reach ability of the user and construction of conveniently navigable 
hierarchical menus (col. 14, lines 15-17 and col. 15, lines 12-25). Hertz also discloses 
data mining tools can be used to enable advertisers to identify relevant features and 
may enter rules that specify how users are to be targeted based on desired criteria 
(col.1 6, lines 1-7). Hertz suggests querying and database matching obviously suggests 
ability for determining if a privacy preference associated with the requestor has been 
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specified or not and to enable or restrict the ability of an explicitly Identified user (col.1 5, 
lines 16-20). With Hertz suggesting querying with data mining tools and Moles capable 
of entering a response in response to a question whether location information is to be 
transmitted. Thus, suggests the ability to request a privacy preference associated with 
the requestor from the user in response to receiving the request if the privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has not been specified. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skills in the art to 
combine the teaching of Moles with Hertz to teach if a privacy preference associated 
with the requestor has not been specified, requesting a privacy preference in response 
to receiving the request because access control dictating profile access and reach 
ability of the user may be controlled based upon the profile of the requestor such access 
control may be used to enable/restrict access (Hertz-col. 15, lines 1 1-46 and col.1 6, 
lines 1-7). 

As per claim 2: See Moles on col. 2, lines 36-39 and col.2, line 66 - col. 3, line 2; 
discussing if a privacy preference associated with the requestor has been specified, 
applying the specified preference to determine whether to provide the location to the 
requestor. 

As per claim 3: See Moles on col.2, lines 24-26 and 61-63 and col. 7, lines 14-18; 
discussing preventing the location from being provided to the requestor if the privacy 
preference specifies that the location is to be kept private, and providing the location to 
the requestor if the privacy preference specifies that the location is to be disclosed to 
the requestor. 
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As per claim 14: Cancelled 

As per claim 5: See Moles on col. 6, lines 21-24 and Hertz on col. 18, lines 52-55; 

discussing requesting includes providing a pop-up dialog box. 

As per claim 6: See Moles on col. 6, lines 57-65; discussing providing a pop-up dialog 

box includes enabling a user to selectively enable and disable privacy for individual 

location properties. 

As per claim 7: 

Moles disclose a computer-implemented method comprising: 

enabling , bv a computer device, a user to selectively enable and disable location- 
aware computing on the computer device ; and (col.2, lines 34-48) 

preventing a location of the computer device, from being provided to a requestor 
if the user has disabled location-aware computing; (col.2, lines 24-26 and 61-63 and 
col.7, lines 14-18) 

if the user has enabled location-aware computing and (col.7, lines 5-12 and 
col.lO, lines 37-57) //privacy preferences associated with each of the plurality of location 
properties (col.6, lines 10-20 and col.7, lines 10-13) for the requestor have not been 
specified (col.2, line 60-col.3, line 2 col.9, lines 50-53), requesting (col.6, line 20-col.7, line 
3) the privacy preference associated with each of the plurality of location properties 
(col.9, lines 50-60 and col.ll, lines 15-18) for the requestor from the user for a location 
associated with a computing device, wherein the privacy preference indicates location 
information to be shared with and/or blocked from the requestor, (col.6, line 56 - col.7, 
line 28 and col.8, lines 37-64) 
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The computer device can broadly be given as a wireless mobile station (col. 4, 
lines 45-54). Moles teach the operator or (authorized) party requesting or receiving the 
mobile station's location reads on the requestor for the location of the computer device 
(col. 2, lines 20-22 and 38-40). Moles discloses the user have the ability to selectively 
transmit the location of the wireless mobile station to authorized parties (col. 2, lines 38- 
40). Moles also disclose a method fro selectively disabling the transmission of 
information concerning the location of the wireless mobile station (col. 3, lines 40-44). 
This obviously suggests the ability to set to transmit or not transmit the location property 
to a particular requestor(s) which in Moles' instance, is for authorized parties (col.8, 
lines 37-64). Thus, Moles suggests the claimed determining whether a privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has been specified. 

The claimed location properties can broadly be interpreted as data or information 
relating to the location which as claimed is associated to the computing device. Hence, 
the location properties can be reasonably be given as geographic location in terms of 
latitude and longitude of the mobile station (col.6, lines 10-20 and col. 7, lines 10-13). 
Moles discusses the claimed privacy preference as the privacy flag where a value that 
has been set determines whether information of the location of the mobile station is to 
be transmitted (col. 2, line 60 - col. 3, line 2 and col.6, lines 56-61 ). 
In addition, Moles discloses the privacy flag can selectively set to cause wireless the 
mobile station to not transmit location information of the mobile station and can set a 
value of location privacy flag whether location information is to be transmitted (col.6, line 
56-COI.7, line 5). Thus, obviously suggested sending location information if the privacy 
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preference associated with the requestor has not been specified othenwise. However, 
Moles did not clearly explain the claimed requesting a privacy preference associated 
with the requestor if a privacy preference associated with the requestor has not been 
specified. 

Hertz, et al. teaches the location enhanced information delivery system can 
improve the user-user automatic matching techniques by notifying users of other users 
that are located in or near the same vicinity and match the profile conditions as 
consistent with the privacy policies of users (col.1 3, lines 30-42). Hertz discloses 
access control criteria dictating profile access and reach ability of the user may be 
controlled accordingly based upon the profile of the requestor and/or the nature of the 
request (col.1 5, lines 1 1 -36). Hertz includes the ability of queries and tasks 
requirements in the form of request (col.1 5, lines 4-6). Access control criteria dictating 
profile access and reach ability of the user and construction of conveniently navigable 
hierarchical menus (col.1 4, lines 15-17 and col.1 5, lines 12-25). Hertz also discloses 
data mining tools can be used to enable advertisers to identify relevant features and 
may enter rules that specify how users are to be targeted based on desired criteria 
(col.1 6, lines 1-7). Hertz suggests querying and database matching obviously suggests 
ability for determining if a privacy preference associated with the requestor has been 
specified or not and to enable or restrict the ability of an explicitly identified user (col.1 5, 
lines 16-20). With Hertz suggesting querying with data mining tools and Moles capable 
of entering a response in response to a question whether location information is to be 
transmitted. Thus, suggests the ability to request a privacy preference associated with 
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the requestor from the user in response to receiving the request if the privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has not been specified. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skills in the art to 
combine the teaching of Moles with Hertz to teach if a privacy preference associated 
with the requestor has not been specified, requesting a privacy preference in response 
to receiving the request because access control dictating profile access and reach 
ability of the user may be controlled based upon the profile of the requestor such access 
control may be used to enable/restrict access (Hertz-col. 15, lines 1 1-46 and col. 16, 
lines 1-7). 

As per claim 8: See Moles on col. 6, lines 57-61 and col.9, lines 51-60; discusses 
enabling the user to selectively enable and disable location-aware computing includes 
providing an option during basic input/output system configuration to enable and disable 

location-aware computing. 

As per claim 9: See Moles on col. 2, lines 36-39 and col.2, line 66 - col. 3, line 2; 
discusses setting a location privacy setting bit in response to the user selectively 
enabling or disabling location-aware computing. 

As per claim 10: See Moles on col.2, lines 65-67 and Hertz on col. 10, lines 24-35; 
discusses setting the location privacy setting bit includes setting a bit in BIOS memory. 
As per claim 11: See Moles on col.2, lines 10-41 and col. 6, lines 57-61 ; discusses 
receiving , bv a computer device, a request for the location property from the requestor, 
and querying the location privacy setting bit of the computer device, to determine 
whether location-aware computing is enabled or disabled. 
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As per claim 12: See Moles on col. 9, lines 50-60; discusses setting and querying are 

performed using Advanced Configuration and Power Interface (ACPI)-based 

techniques. 

As per claim 13: 

Moles disclose a machine-accessible medium storing instructions that, when 
executed by a machine, cause the machine to: 

in response to receiving a request from a requestor for a location, determine 
whether a privacy preferences associated with the requestor have been specified; and 
(col.2, lines 10-15 and col.6, lines 21-25) 

if a privacy preference associated with the requestor have been specified (col.7, 
lines 5-12 and col.10, lines 37-57), applying each privacy preference to determine 
whether to provide a location property or withhold the location property; and (col.6, lines 
10-20 and col.7, lines 10-13) 

if a privacy preference associated with the requestor have not been specified 
(col.2, line 60-col.3, line 2 col.9, lines 50-53), request (col.6, line 20-col.7, line 3) that the 
privacy preference associated with each of the plurality of location properties (col.9, 
lines 50-60 and col.11, lines 15-18) for the requester from the user, wherein the privacy 
preferences indicates location information to be shared with and/or blocked from the 
requestor, (col.6, line 56 - col.7, line 28 and col.8, lines 37-64) 

The computer device can broadly be given as a wireless mobile station (col.4, 
lines 45-54). Moles teach the operator or (authorized) party requesting or receiving the 
mobile station's location reads on the requestor for the location of the computer device 
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(col. 2, lines 20-22 and 38-40). Moles discloses the user have the ability to selectively 
transmit the location of the wireless mobile station to authorized parties (col. 2, lines 38- 
40). Moles also disclose a method fro selectively disabling the transmission of 
information concerning the location of the wireless mobile station (col. 3, lines 40-44). 
This obviously suggests the ability to set to transmit or not transmit the location property 
to a particular requestor(s) which in Moles' instance, is for authorized parties (col. 8, 
lines 37-64). Thus, Moles suggests the claimed determining whether a privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has been specified. 

The claimed location properties can broadly be interpreted as data or information 
relating to the location which as claimed is associated to the computing device. Hence, 
the location properties can be reasonably be given as geographic location in terms of 
latitude and longitude of the mobile station (col.6, lines 10-20 and col. 7, lines 10-13). 
Moles discusses the claimed privacy preference as the privacy flag where a value that 
has been set determines whether information of the location of the mobile station is to 
be transmitted (col. 2, line 60 - col. 3, line 2 and col.6, lines 56-61). 
In addition. Moles discloses the privacy flag can selectively set to cause wireless the 
mobile station to not transmit location information of the mobile station and can set a 
value of location privacy flag whether location information is to be transmitted (col.6, line 
56-COI.7, line 5). Thus, obviously suggested sending location information if the privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has not been specified otherwise. However, 
Moles did not clearly explain the claimed requesting a privacy preference associated 
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with the requestor if a privacy preference associated with the requestor has not been 
specified. 

Hertz, et al. teaches the location enhanced information delivery system can 
improve the user-user automatic matching techniques by notifying users of other users 
that are located In or near the same vicinity and match the profile conditions as 
consistent with the privacy policies of users (col.1 3, lines 30-42). Hertz discloses 
access control criteria dictating profile access and reach ability of the user may be 
controlled accordingly based upon the profile of the requestor and/or the nature of the 
request (col.1 5, lines 1 1 -36). Hertz includes the ability of queries and tasks 
requirements in the form of request (col.1 5, lines 4-6). Access control criteria dictating 
profile access and reach ability of the user and construction of conveniently navigable 
hierarchical menus (col.1 4, lines 15-17 and col.1 5, lines 12-25). Hertz also discloses 
data mining tools can be used to enable advertisers to identify relevant features and 
may enter rules that specify how users are to be targeted based on desired criteria 
(col.1 6, lines 1-7). Hertz suggests querying and database matching obviously suggests 
ability for determining if a privacy preference associated with the requestor has been 
specified or not and to enable or restrict the ability of an explicitly identified user (col. 15, 
lines 16-20). With Hertz suggesting querying with data mining tools and Moles capable 
of entering a response in response to a question whether location information is to be 
transmitted. Thus, suggests the ability to request a privacy preference associated with 
the requestor from the user in response to receiving the request if the privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has not been specified. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skills in the art to 
combine the teaching of IVIoles with Hertz to teach if a privacy preference associated 
with the requestor has not been specified, requesting a privacy preference in response 
to receiving the request because access control dictating profile access and reach 
ability of the user may be controlled based upon the profile of the requestor such access 
control may be used to enable/restrict access (Hertz-col. 15, lines 11 -46 and col. 16, 
lines 1-7). 

As per claim 14: Cancelled 

As per claim 15: See Moles on col. 6, lines 21-24 and Hertz on col. 18, lines 52-55; 
discloses provide a pop-up dialog box to request the privacy preference. 
As per claim 16: See Moles on col. 2, line 66 - col. 3, line 2; discloses determine 
whether the machine is enabled for location-aware computing. 

As per claim 17: See Moles on col. 7, lines 14-45 and Hertz on col. 13, lines 24-46 and 
col. 15, lines 3-45; discloses if the machine is not enabled for location -aware computing, 
preventing the machine from providing the requested location property regardless of 
whether the privacy preference has been specified and, if specified, regardless of the 
contents of the privacy preference. 
As per claim 18: 

Moles disclose a method comprising: 

in response to receiving a request for a location from a requestor, determining 
whether a computing device is enabled for location-aware computing; (col.2, lines 10-40 
and col.6, lines 21-25) 
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if {he computing device is enabled for location-aware computing (col.2, line 60 - 
col.3, line 2), determining whether a privacy preferences associated with a plurality of 
location properties for the requestor have been specified; (col.7, lines 10-13) 

if the privacy preference associated with each of the plurality of location 
properties for the requestor have been specified (col.9, lines 50-60 and col. 11, lines IS- 
IS), applying each privacy preference to determine whether to provide the location 
property or withhold the location property; and (col.7, lines 5-12 and col.lO, lines 37-57) 

if the privacy preferences associated with each of the plurality of location 
properties for the requestor have not been specified (col.2, line 60-col.3, line 2 col.9, 
lines 50-53), requesting the privacy preferences (col.6, line 20-col.7, line 3) associated 
with each of the plurality of location properties for the requestor, wherein the privacy 
preferences indicates location information is to be shared with and/or blocked from the 
requestor, (col.6, line 56 - col.7, line 28 and col.8, lines 37-64) 

The computer device can broadly be given as a wireless mobile station (col. 4, 
lines 45-54). Moles teach the operator or (authorized) party requesting or receiving the 
mobile station's location reads on the requestor for the location of the computer device 
(col.2, lines 20-22 and 38-40). Moles discloses the user have the ability to selectively 
transmit the location of the wireless mobile station to authorized parties (col.2, lines 38- 
40). Moles also disclose a method fro selectively disabling the transmission of 
information concerning the location of the wireless mobile station (col.3, lines 40-44). 
This obviously suggests the ability to set to transmit or not transmit the location property 
to a particular requestor(s) which in Moles' instance, is for authorized parties (col.8, 
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lines 37-64). Thus, Moles suggests the claimed determining whether a privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has been specified. 

The claimed location properties can broadly be interpreted as data or information 
relating to the location which as claimed is associated to the computing device. Hence, 
the location properties can be reasonably be given as geographic location in terms of 
latitude and longitude of the mobile station (col.6, lines 10-20 and col. 7, lines 10-13). 
Moles discusses the claimed privacy preference as the privacy flag where a value that 
has been set determines whether information of the location of the mobile station is to 
be transmitted (col. 2, line 60 - col. 3, line 2 and col.6, lines 56-61 ). 
In addition, Moles discloses the privacy flag can selectively set to cause wireless the 
mobile station to not transmit location information of the mobile station and can set a 
value of location privacy flag whether location information is to be transmitted (col.6, line 
56-COI.7, line 5). Thus, obviously suggested sending location information if the privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has not been specified otherwise. However, 
Moles did not clearly explain the claimed requesting a privacy preference associated 
with the requestor if a privacy preference associated with the requestor has not been 
specified. 

Hertz, et al. teaches the location enhanced information delivery system can 
improve the user-user automatic matching techniques by notifying users of other users 
that are located in or near the same vicinity and match the profile conditions as 
consistent with the privacy policies of users (col.1 3, lines 30-42). Hertz discloses 
access control criteria dictating profile access and reach ability of the user may be 
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controlled accordingly based upon the profile of the requestor and/or the nature of the 
request (col. 15, lines 1 1-36). Hertz includes the ability of queries and tasks 
requirements in the form of request (col. 15, lines 4-6). Access control criteria dictating 
profile access and reach ability of the user and construction of conveniently navigable 
hierarchical menus (col. 14, lines 15-17 and col. 15, lines 12-25). Hertz also discloses 
data mining tools can be used to enable advertisers to identify relevant features and 
may enter rules that specify how users are to be targeted based on desired criteria 
(col. 16, lines 1-7). Hertz suggests querying and database matching obviously suggests 
ability for determining if a privacy preference associated with the requestor has been 
specified or not and to enable or restrict the ability of an explicitly identified user (col. 15, 
lines 16-20). With Hertz suggesting querying with data mining tools and Moles capable 
of entering a response in response to a question whether location information is to be 
transmitted. Thus, suggests the ability to request a privacy preference associated with 
the requestor from the user in response to receiving the request if the privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has not been specified. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skills in the art to 
combine the teaching of Moles with Hertz to teach if a privacy preference associated 
with the requestor has not been specified, requesting a privacy preference in response 
to receiving the request because access control dictating profile access and reach 
ability of the user may be controlled based upon the profile of the requestor such access 
control may be used to enable/restrict access (Hertz-col. 15, lines 1 1-46 and col. 16, 
lines 1-7). 
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As per claim 19: See Moles on col. 6, lines 21-24 and Hertz on col. 18, lines 52-55; 
discloses requesting the privacy preference comprises providing a pop-up dialog box. 
As per claim 20: See Moles on col. 2, lines 65-67 and Hertz on col. 10, lines 24-35; 
discloses determining whether a computing device is enabled for location-aware 
computing comprises determining a value stored in a location privacy setting in basic 
input/output system (BIOS) memory. 

As per claim 21 : See Moles on col. 6, lines 56-57; discloses enabling a user to enable 

and disable location-aware computing through a BIOS configuration routine. 

As per claim 22: See Moles on col. 9, lines 9-34 and 50-60; discloses using WMI/ACPI 

instrumentation techniques to set and determine the value stored in the location privacy 

setting. 

As per claim 23: 

Moles disclose a system comprising: 

a bus to communicate information; (col.5, lines 21-22) 

a processor coupled to the bus; (col.4, lines 51-57) 

a memory coupled to the bus to store information; (col.2, lines 65-66) 

an antenna coupled to the bus to receive a signal to indicate a location of 

the system; and (col.2, lines 5-15) 

a machine-accessible storage medium storing instructions that, when 

executed by the processor, cause the system to: 

in response to receiving a request for a location associated with the system from 

a requestor (col.2, lines 10-15 and col.6, lines 21-25), determine whether privacy 
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preferences associated with a plurality of location properties have been specified for the 
requestor; and (col.9, lines 50-60 and col.11, lines 15-18) 

if privacy preferences have been specified, apply each privacy preference to 
determine whether to provide or withhold the requested location property; (col.7, lines 
5-12 and col.10, lines 37-57) 

if privacy preferences associated with the plurality of location properties have not 
been specified for the requestor (col.2, line 60-col.3, line 2 col.9, lines 50-53), request 
that the privacy preferences be specified, wherein the privacy preferences indicate 
location information to be shared with and/or blocked from the requestor, (col.6, line 56 - 
col.7, line 28 and col.8, lines 37-64) 

The computer device can broadly be given as a wireless mobile station (col.4, 
lines 45-54). Moles teach the operator or (authorized) party requesting or receiving the 
mobile station's location reads on the requestor for the location of the computer device 
(col.2, lines 20-22 and 38-40). Moles discloses the user have the ability to selectively 
transmit the location of the wireless mobile station to authorized parties (col.2, lines 38- 
40). Moles also disclose a method fro selectively disabling the transmission of 
information concerning the location of the wireless mobile station (col. 3, lines 40-44). 
This obviously suggests the ability to set to transmit or not transmit the location property 
to a particular requestor(s) which in Moles' instance, is for authorized parties (col.8, 
lines 37-64). Thus, Moles suggests the claimed determining whether a privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has been specified. 
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The claimed location properties can broadly be interpreted as data or information 
relating to the location which as claimed is associated to the computing device. Hence, 
the location properties can be reasonably be given as geographic location in terms of 
latitude and longitude of the mobile station (col.6, lines 10-20 and col. 7, lines 10-13). 
IVIoles discusses the claimed privacy preference as the privacy flag where a value that 
has been set determines whether information of the location of the mobile station is to 
be transmitted (col. 2, line 60 - col. 3, line 2 and col.6, lines 56-61). 
In addition, Moles discloses the privacy flag can selectively set to cause wireless the 
mobile station to not transmit location information of the mobile station and can set a 
value of location privacy flag whether location information is to be transmitted (col.6, line 
56-COI.7, line 5). Thus, obviously suggested sending location information if the privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has not been specified otherwise. However, 
Moles did not clearly explain the claimed requesting a privacy preference associated 
with the requestor if a privacy preference associated with the requestor has not been 
specified. 

Hertz, et al. teaches the location enhanced information delivery system can 
improve the user-user automatic matching techniques by notifying users of other users 
that are located in or near the same vicinity and match the profile conditions as 
consistent with the privacy policies of users (col. 13, lines 30-42). Hertz discloses 
access control criteria dictating profile access and reach ability of the user may be 
controlled accordingly based upon the profile of the requestor and/or the nature of the 
request (col.1 5, lines 1 1 -36). Hertz includes the ability of queries and tasks 
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requirements in the form of request (col. 15, lines 4-6). Access control criteria dictating 
profile access and reach ability of the user and construction of conveniently navigable 
hierarchical menus (col. 14, lines 15-17 and col. 15, lines 12-25). Hertz also discloses 
data mining tools can be used to enable advertisers to identify relevant features and 
may enter rules that specify how users are to be targeted based on desired criteria 
(col. 16, lines 1-7). Hertz suggests querying and database matching obviously suggests 
ability for determining if a privacy preference associated with the requestor has been 
specified or not and to enable or restrict the ability of an explicitly identified user (col. 15, 
lines 16-20). With Hertz suggesting querying with data mining tools and Moles capable 
of entering a response in response to a question whether location information is to be 
transmitted. Thus, suggests the ability to request a privacy preference associated with 
the requestor from the user in response to receiving the request if the privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has not been specified. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skills in the art to 
combine the teaching of Moles with Hertz to teach if a privacy preference associated 
with the requestor has not been specified, requesting a privacy preference in response 
to receiving the request because access control dictating profile access and reach 
ability of the user may be controlled based upon the profile of the requestor such access 
control may be used to enable/restrict access (Hertz-col. 15, lines 1 1 -46 and col. 16, 
lines 1-7). 

As per claim 24: See Moles on col. 2, line 66 - col. 3, line 2; discloses the machine- 
accessible storage medium further stores instructions that, when executed by the 
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processor, cause the system to determine whether the system is enabled for location- 
aware computing. 

As per claim 25: See Moles on col. 2, lines 65-67 and Hertz on col. 10, lines 24-35; 
discloses the memory includes a basic input/output system (BIOS) memory and wherein 
determining whether the system is enabled for location-aware computing includes 
determining a value stored in a location in the BIOS memory. 
As per claim 26: Cancelled 

As per claim 27: See Moles on col. 6, lines 21-24 and Hertz on col. 18, lines 52-55; 
discloses requesting the privacy preference includes providing a pop-up dialog box. 
As per claim 28: See Moles on col.4, lines 45-65; discloses the requestor is one of a 
client application or a location-based service. 
As per claim 29: 

Moles disclose a computer-implemented method comprising: 

receiving , bv a computer device, a query requesting one or more location 
properties; (col.2, lines 10-15 and col.6, lines 8-25) 

determining if location aware computing is enabled for the computer device : 
(col.6, lines 56-60) 

if the location aware computing is enabled, then determining whether user 
privacy preferences have been specified; (col.2, line 60 - col.3, line 2; privacy flag) 

if user privacy preferences have not been specified (col.2, line 60-col.3, line 2 
col.9, lines 50-53), requesting user privacy preferences (col.6, line 20-24 and col.6, line 
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56-COI.7, line 3) associated with eacli of the one or more location properties requested 
(col.9, lines 50-60 and col.11, lines 15-18), wherein the privacy preference indicates 
location information is to be shared with and/or blocked from the requestor; (col.7, lines 
6-28 and col.8, lines 37-64) 

determining whether privacy is indicated for each of the requested one or 
more location properties; (col.9, line 50 - col.lO, line 5) 

for any of the requested one or more location properties in which privacy 
is not indicated, obtaining the requested one or more location properties and 
sending the requested one or more location properties; and (col.7, lines 14-18 and col.9, 
lines 50-53) 

for any of the requested one or more location properties in which privacy 
is indicated, blocking the requested one or more location properties for which 
privacy is indicated, (col.6, line 56 - col.7, line 28 and col.8, lines 37-64) 

The computer device can broadly be given as a wireless mobile station (col. 4, 
lines 45-54). Moles teach the operator or (authorized) party requesting or receiving the 
mobile station's location reads on the requestor for the location of the computer device 
(col. 2, lines 20-22 and 38-40). Moles discloses the user have the ability to selectively 
transmit the location of the wireless mobile station to authorized parties (col. 2, lines 38- 
40). Moles also disclose a method fro selectively disabling the transmission of 
information concerning the location of the wireless mobile station (col. 3, lines 40-44). 
This obviously suggests the ability to set to transmit or not transmit the location property 
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to a particular requestor(s) which in Moles' instance, is for authorized parties (col.8, 
lines 37-64). Thus, Moles suggests the claimed determining whether a privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has been specified. 

The claimed location properties can broadly be interpreted as data or information 
relating to the location which as claimed is associated to the computing device. Hence, 
the location properties can be reasonably be given as geographic location in terms of 
latitude and longitude of the mobile station (col. 6, lines 10-20 and col. 7, lines 10-13). 
Moles discusses the claimed privacy preference as the privacy flag where a value that 
has been set determines whether information of the location of the mobile station is to 
be transmitted (col. 2, line 60 - col. 3, line 2 and col. 6, lines 56-61 ). 

In addition, Moles discloses the privacy flag can selectively set to cause wireless 
the mobile station to not transmit location information of the mobile station and can set a 
value of location privacy flag whether location information is to be transmitted (col. 6, line 
56-COI.7, line 5). Thus, obviously suggested sending location information if the privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has not been specified othenwise. However, 
Moles did not clearly explain the claimed requesting a privacy preference associated 
with the requestor if a privacy preference associated with the requestor has not been 
specified. 

Hertz, et al. teaches the location enhanced information delivery system can 
improve the user-user automatic matching techniques by notifying users of other users 
that are located in or near the same vicinity and match the profile conditions as 
consistent with the privacy policies of users (col.1 3, lines 30-42). Hertz discloses 



Application/ Control Number: 10/663,478 Page 27 

Art Unit: 2435 

access control criteria dictating profile access and reach ability of the user may be 
controlled accordingly based upon the profile of the requestor and/or the nature of the 
request (col.1 5, lines 1 1 -36). Hertz includes the ability of queries and tasks 
requirements in the form of request (col. 15, lines 4-6). Access control criteria dictating 
profile access and reach ability of the user and construction of conveniently navigable 
hierarchical menus {col.1 4, lines 15-17 and col.1 5, lines 12-25). Hertz also discloses 
data mining tools can be used to enable advertisers to identify relevant features and 
may enter rules that specify how users are to be targeted based on desired criteria 
(col.1 6, lines 1-7). Hertz suggests querying and database matching obviously suggests 
ability for determining if a privacy preference associated with the requestor has been 
specified or not and to enable or restrict the ability of an explicitly identified user (col.1 5, 
lines 16-20). With Hertz suggesting querying with data mining tools and Moles capable 
of entering a response in response to a question whether location information is to be 
transmitted. Thus, suggests the ability to request a privacy preference associated with 
the requestor from the user in response to receiving the request if the privacy 
preference associated with the requestor has not been specified. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skills in the art to 
combine the teaching of Moles with Hertz to teach if a privacy preference associated 
with the requestor has not been specified, requesting a privacy preference in response 
to receiving the request because access control dictating profile access and reach 
ability of the user may be controlled based upon the profile of the requestor such access 
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control may be used to enable/restrict access (Hertz-col. 15, lines 1 1-46 and col. 16, 
lines 1-7). 

As per claim 30: See Moles on col.6, lines 21-24 and Hertz on col. 18, lines 52-55; 
discloses the method of claim 29, wherein requesting user privacy preferences 
associated with each of the one or more location properties includes providing a pop-up 
dialog box. 

As per claim 31 : See Moles on col. 9, lines 50-53 and col. 10, lines 37-57 and Hertz on 
col. 18, lines 52-55; discloses the method of claim 30, wherein providing a pop-up dialog 
box includes enabling a user to selectively enable and disable privacy preferences for 
each individual location property. 

As per claim 32: See Moles on col. 3, lines 30-34 and col. 8, lines 37-64 and Hertz on 
col. 15, lines 14-35; discloses the method of claim 1, wherein a privacy menu allows the 

user to select the privacy preference for the requestor. 

As per claim 33: See Moles on col.6, lines 8-20 and col. 7, lines 6-28; discloses the 
method of claim 32, wherein a privacy menu comprises location properties, the location 
properties including at least one of latitude, longitude, altitude, street address, city, 
state, postal code, and/or country, and wherein the user may select one, more than one, 
or none of the location properties for the privacy preference of the requestor. 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of tine extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Leynna T. Truvan whose telephone number is (571) 272-3851 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday (7:00 - 5:00PM) and telework on 
Wednesday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (571) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/L. T. T./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2435 
/Kimyen Vu/ 
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